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only means for attaining freedom."26 This is not to deny that
the demand for swaraj can legitimately form the issue of a non-
violent conflict, but Gandhiji would like to reduce the demand
to as concrete terms as possible. Even the Quit India resolution
of the A.I.C.G. (Aug. 8, 1942) put the demand for independence
in the concrete context of the peril of war. The resolution
demanded the immediate withdrawal of the British power from
India as an urgent necessity, because "The continuance of that
rule is degrading and enfeebling India and making her progres-
sively less capable of defending herself and contributing to the
cause of world freedom." The end of British domination, the
resolution asserted, was necessary for the success of freedom
and democracy, for only a free India could defend herself and
help China and Russia in their hour of need.27

His advice to the leaders of satyagraha movements in the
Indian States was also along these very lines. To give an
instance, in 1939 his advice to the leader of the Travancore
Congress was to forget for the time being swaraj, to concentrate
on the details of administration and to fight for the elementary
rights of the people. He said, "The authorities won't be
frightened, and it will give you the substance of responsible
Government."28

People sometimes object to this policy. Concrete particular
wrongs, they say, are but symptoms of a deeper malady. To
isolate them and to try to deal with them separately is a dis-
service to the masses for it makes them lose sight of the real
objective.

Gandhiji's view, however, is not only inseparably connected
with his basic principles but possesses great practical advan-
tages also. Definiteness and concreteness, besides being in
consonance with truth, leave no ground for misunderstanding
and bring the problem within the comprehension of the masses
affected, thus winning their support. Keeping the demand at
the minimum convinces people of the bona fides of the satya-
grahi group. To some extent it also allays the suspicions of the
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